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would continue to have the right to intervene 
militarily in Cyprus. This Turkish arrogance in-
creased the Greek-Cypriot fear of a repetition 
of the 1974 invasion and its tragic con-
sequences. 

The Annan plan also did not provide for a 
property recovery system that would recognize 
the rights and interests of displaced Greek-
Cypriots, and a property compensation system 
that would not force Greek-Cypriots to pay for 
their own restitution. The plan allowed for one-
third restitution and two-thirds compensation 
for property owned in the north by Greek-Cyp-
riots who would be losing the use of their 
properties. The funds for the restitution would 
be guaranteed by the Federal State. However, 
nine-tenths of the Federal State’s resources 
would derive from Greek-Cypriots and the re-
mainder from Turkish-Cypriots. Essentially, the 
Greek-Cypriots, to a large extent, would be 
paying for their own loss of property. 

In addition, compensation for the property 
would have been required to be paid by the 
constituent states. This meant that Greek-Cyp-
riot refugees would have to request com-
pensation from the Greek-Cypriot Constituent 
State. Again, Greek-Cypriot taxpayers, who 
were the victims of the invasion, would be 
paying for their own loss of use of property. 

Lastly, the Annan plan ignored the right of 
all Cypriots to buy property and to live wher-
ever they choose without being limited by eth-
nic quotas and failed to provide a viable, func-
tional government free of built-in deadlocks 
and voting restrictions based on ethnicity. It 
set complicated and restrictive provisions re-
garding the right of Greek-Cypriot refugees to 
return to their homes in the north. More spe-
cifically, a restrictive moratorium of 6 years 
would be implemented for those Greek-Cyp-
riots who wished to return and permanently 
live in the Turkish-Cypriot Constituent State 
(TCCS). For the first 19 years or until Turkey’s 
accession to the EU, the number of Greek-
Cypriots who wished to permanently live in the 
TCCS would not be able to exceed 18 percent 
of its total population. After that time period, 
they would not be able to exceed 33.3 percent 
of the total population of the TCCS. This re-
striction would have been permanent. 

The Annan plan established a system based 
on permanent ethnic division, while denying 
fundamental democratic rights to a segment of 
the population. Under the plan, Greek-Cypriots 
permanently living in the TCCS and pos-
sessing its internal citizenship status would not 
have the right to participate in the elections for 
its 24 representatives in the federal Senate. 

Since the vote on the referenda, Greek-Cyp-
riots have been criticized for allegedly reject-
ing peace and the ‘‘only chance’’ for reunifica-
tion. Many people—including the Greek-Cyp-
riots themselves—regret that the plan pre-
sented to them did not allow both communities 
to respond positively. Criticism and anger, 
however, will only further divide the island pre-
cisely when the Cypriot people need the sup-
port of the international community to continue 
on the path toward lasting peace. 

Greek-Cypriots should not be blamed for 
voting against a plan that they believed did not 
meet the interests of their country and their fu-
tures. It is one thing for others to comment on 
the terms and conditions for settlement, but it 
is the Cypriots who must live with whatever 
plan is adopted. 

The Government of Cyprus continues to 
emphasize that it remains committed to perse-

vering in its efforts to reunify Cyprus as a bi-
zonal, bicommunal federation with democratic 
and human rights for all Cypriots. Earlier this 
year, the Cypriot Government announced a 
series of measures aimed at assisting those 
Turkish-Cypriots residing under the control of 
the Turkish occupation army. This package in-
cludes a wide range of political, social, hu-
manitarian, educational and economic meas-
ures that will enhance the ability of the Turk-
ish-Cypriots to enjoy many of the benefits that 
the Republic of Cyprus offers to its citizens—
as well as to share in the benefits of European 
Union membership. Far beyond a merely sym-
bolic gesture, the package is a substantive 
program to integrate the Turkish-Cypriot com-
munity into the larger Cypriot society. 

At the same time, the Turkish occupation re-
gime partially lifted restrictions on freedom 
across the artificial line of division created by 
Turkey’s military occupation. Since then, hun-
dreds of thousands of Greek-Cypriots and 
Turkish-Cypriots have crossed the line to visit 
homes and areas of their own country that 
were inaccessible to them for nearly 30 years. 
It isn’t clear whether opening the border was 
just a tactic to ease the frustrations, or a sign 
of a fundamental change of heart. But it has 
produced rare displays of human kinship, ex-
changes of flowers and pastries, and emo-
tional visits to homes abandoned in the mid-
1970s. 

However, neither the Government’s meas-
ures for the Turkish-Cypriots nor the partial lift-
ing of restrictions by the occupation regime 
should be seen as a substitute for a com-
prehensive resolution to end the division of 
Cyprus. 

I urge this Administration, the United Na-
tions and the European Union to respect the 
democratic decision of the Cypriot people, to 
remain engaged in efforts to resolve the Cy-
prus problem, and to work toward a fair and 
lasting reunification of Cyprus.

f 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take my special 
order at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. Without ob-
jection. 

f 

9/11 COMMISSION REPORT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. KINGSTON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. KINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, today 
we received the long awaited report 
from the 9/11 Commission, and the 9/11 
report I think had some constructive 
ideas that we in Washington are going 
to listen to. It was a bipartisan group 
and they had a lot of good thoughts 
and some good discussion, and it was a 
unanimous report. 

Three of the things that they said 
were our problems going into 9/11 was 
one, we did ignore a lot of red flags. 
Number two, the capacity that we had 
to fight terrorism, we were somewhat 
in the Cold War model and not using 
all of the technology or on-the-ground 

intelligence that we really need for 
this century. Number three, the man-
agement of information, the FBI not 
talking to the CIA, other agencies not 
sharing information led to lots of 
things going on and the right arm not 
knowing what the left arm was doing. 

Finally, just our imagination, unable 
to really conceive of people who hated 
us so much that we did not know what 
they were plotting against us, that 
they were willing to kill themselves, 
they were instructed to kill Americans 
in order to get revenge on a country 
that had done them no harm. 

Yet, indeed, if we look at some of the 
terrorist attacks leading into 9/11, as 
outlined by our colleague, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. MUR-
PHY), and I will submit this for the 
RECORD, it is unbelievable. November 
1979, terror in Iran, American embassy 
attacked, hostages taken. April 1983, 
Beirut, 63 people killed from a truck 
filled with explosives driven into the 
United States embassy. October 1983, 
Beirut, 241 U.S. servicemen killed from 
a truck filled with explosives, driven 
through the main gate of a U.S. Marine 
Corps headquarters. September 1984, 
Beirut, a truck filled with explosives 
crashed through the gate of the U.S. 
embassy compound. October 1995, the 
Achille Lauro cruise ship hijacked, one 
American killed. November 1985, hi-
jackers on an Egyptian plane kill U.S. 
passengers. December 1985, Rome and 
Vienna, 20 killed from suicide bombers 
at U.S. and Israeli international air-
ports. April 1988, 259 killed in bombing 
of the Pan Am Flight 103 over 
Lockerbie, Scotland. December 1992, 
Yemen, 2 killed from a bomb at Gold 
Mohur Hotel immediately after 100 
U.S. servicemen departed. February 
1993, World Trade Center, New York 
City, 6 deaths and more than 1,000 inju-
ries. October 1993, 18 U.S. servicemen 
killed, Osama bin Laden claims he sup-
plied weapons and fighters to the So-
malians. 1994, New York City, inves-
tigators thwart the attempt to blow up 
Holland and Lincoln Tunnels and other 
New York City landmarks. 1995 Manila, 
Philippines investigators discover plots 
to assassinate the Pope and President 
Clinton during his visit to the Phil-
ippines. 

This list, Mr. Speaker, goes on and 
on, and I am going to submit this for 
the RECORD. But again, one of the 
things the 9/11 Commission said is we 
could not imagine the whole concept of 
the war on terror. I think that what 
really happened on 9/11, we changed our 
views that terrorism is not a crime, 
but an act of war, and that these 
events, some isolated, are yet still 
linked together. 

I think with some of the rec-
ommendations that they have come up 
with we will be able to avoid this in the 
future. In the meantime, we need to 
complete our job and our duty in Iraq. 
Iraq has harbored terrorists, and that 
was also in the 9/11 Commission Re-
port. And we have a report that has 
come in; one year after being in Iraq, 
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